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1. Applicant should note the changes to patent practice and procedure: 

A) effective December 01, 1997 as published in the Federal Register , Vol 62, 
No. 197, Friday October 10, 1997; 

B) effective November 07, 2000 as published in the Federal Register , Vol 65, 
No. 54603, September 08, 2000; and 

C) Amendment in revised format, Vol. 1267 of the Official Gazette published 
February 25, 2003. 

2. The use of various trademark(s), for example: "USB™", "Firewire™", "Coca Cola®", 
"Adobe Photoshop®", "Adobe Illustrator^", "MGI Photosuite®" have been noted in this 
application at paragraph: 

A) number 22 located at page 6, "[0022] Figure 1 is a schematic block ... 112 
may comprise a WAN, WLAN, or a direct connection such as USB™, Firewire™, or 
the like."; 

B) number 24 located at page 7, "[0024] In one embodiment, the stamp 
generator module 110 ... postage that resembles the Coca Cola® logo. The validation 
module 120 ... detail with reference to Figure 3."; 

C) number 25 located between pages 7-8, "[0025] Figure 2 is a schematic block 
... such as Adobe Photoshop®, Adobe Illustrator®, or MGI Photosuite®. For example, 
the ... configured for creating image or text based stamps."; 

Any trademarks should be capitalized wherever they appear and be accompanied by the generic 
terminology. 

2.1 Although the use of trademarks is permissible in patent applications, the proprietary 
nature of the marks should be respected and every effort made to prevent their use in any 
manner which might adversely affect their validity as trademarks. 

3. The drawings are objected to because 

A) the following errors have been noted in the drawings: 

(1) The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 
CFR § 1.84(p)(5) because they do not include the following reference sign(s) 
mentioned in the description, note: 
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(a) reference legend 108 as disclosed in the paragraph number 26 
located at page 8, "[0026] If a user or access module ... communication 
module 206 may communicate with the server 106 over communication 
channels 108. As described above with reference to the communication 
module 118, the stamp generator communication module 206 may 
comprise a network interface card. " . 

(b) reference legends 108 & 300 as disclosed in the paragraph 
number 28 located between pages 8-9, "[0028] Figure 3 is a schematic 
flow chart diagram illustrating one embodiment of a method 300 for 
stamp generation of the present invention. The method 300 starts and a 
... over the communication channel 108. The communication module 118 
... the user to use a corporate or copyrighted logo.". 

(c) reference legend 300 as disclosed in the paragraph number 29 
located at page 9, "[0029] Once validated 314, the server 106 
communicates ... not. If not, the method 300 starts 302 again. If 
validated 318, ... for printing 328 and the method 300 ends 330.". 

(2) The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 
§ 1.84(p)(5) because they include the following reference sign(s) not mentioned 
in the description, note: 

(a) reference legend 316 as figure 3 is described in paragraph 
number 29 located at page 9, "[0029] Once validated 314, the server 106 
communicates ... for printing 328 and the method 300 ends 330. ". 
3.1 Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate 
figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining 
figures must be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the 
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several views of the drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary 
to show the renumbering of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled 
"Replacement Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any 
portion of the drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant 
will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

A) as required by 37 CFR § 1.84(p(5)) and 37 CFR § 1.121(e) the specification 
lacks an explicit reference to the nature of: 

(1) how the program proceeds after box(es): 

(a) 322 of fig. 3 if the inquiry is either "YES" or "NO" as this 

feature is described in paragraph number 29 located at page 9, "[0029] 

Once validated 314, the server 106 communicates ... for printing 328 and 

the method 300 ends 330.".; 
In this regard, it is noted that merely mentioning either a feature or a number with out 
mentioning the device or operation or number or feature relies on the drawing to 
provide support for the disclosure and not to aid in the understanding of the invention, 
as is the purpose of the drawings (37 CFR § 1.81(a,b)). 

B) the following errors have been noted in the specification: 

(1) as can be seen in fig. 1 and from the context of paragraph number 26 
on page 8, "[0026] If a user or access module does not want to design their own 
image, text or use their company logo, it is contemplated to let a user select a 
stamp from a pre-approved selection of stamps. The selection module 204 
maybe configured to allow the user to select from the pre-approved stamps. In 
one embodiment, the stamp generator module 110 may access the database 116 
and download a selection of pre-approved stamps. Alternatively, the stamp 
generator module 110 may comprise a local database (not shown) configured to 
store a selection of pre-approved stamps. Once a stamp is created or selected, 
the communication module 206 may communicate with the server 106 over 
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communication channels 108. As described above with reference to the 
communication module 118, the stamp generator communication module 206 
may comprise a network interface card.", at line 8 of this paragraph the phrase 
"communication channels 108" should be -communication channels 112—. In 
this regard note paragraph numbers 22 & 23 on pages 6-7. 

(2) as can be seen in fig. 1 and from the context of paragraph number 28 
between pages 8, "[0028] Figure 3 is a schematic flow chart diagram illustrating 
one embodiment of a method 300 for stamp generation of the present invention. 
The method 300 starts and a ... over the communication channel 108. The 
communication module 118 ... the user to use a corporate or copyrighted 
logo.", at line 6 of this paragraph the phrase "communication channel 108" 
should be -communication channel 112—. In this regard note paragraph 
numbers 22 & 23 on pages 6-7. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

5. The specification and drawings have not been checked to the extent necessary to 
determine the presence of all possible minor errors. Applicant's cooperation is requested in 
correcting any errors of which applicant may become aware in the specification or drawings. 
Applicant should note the requirements of 37 CFR § 1.74, § 1.75, § 1.84(o,p(5)), § 1.121(a)- 
1.121(f) &§ 1.121(h)-1.121(i). 

6. Claims 21-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

6.1 In regard to claims 21-40, although on of ordinary skill at the time of the invention 
would known how to accomplish each of the individual recited actions/functions from the 
language of these claims, since, there is no clear and definite interconnection between one or 
more of the recited limitations of these claims, one of ordinary skill could not determine from 
the language of these claims whether or not they are in fact making and/or using the claimed 
invention. In this regard it is noted that from the language of these claims it is vague, 
indefinite and unclear: 
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A) in regard to claims 21, 27, 30 & 35, and how the function of the "creation 
module" which is "configured to create a customized stamp, the customized stamp 
comprising at least one of text and images", may be accomplished, since the recited 
apparatus lacks a any type of apparatus which would permit the designation of and 
"text" and/or "images" that are to be used in the customized stamp. 

B) in regard to claims 21, 27 & 35 and how the function of the "print module" 
being "configured to print a selected stamp, the selected stamp comprising one of the 
customized stamp and a pre-approved stamp", may be accomplished, since the recited 
apparatus lacks a printer to perform this function. 

C) in regard to claims 21 & 35 and why the "communication module" is 
"configured to receive authorization from a remote server to authorize the print module 
to print the selected stamp", since the recited apparatus never communicates a request 
for authorization to print the stamp to the "remote server" so that the "remote server" 
may actually authorize the stamp to be printed. 

D) in regard to claims 22 & 36, and how the function of the "selection module" 
which is "configured to present" and/or "enable" the user to select a stamp from "a 
plurality of pre-approved stamps", may be accomplished, since the recited apparatus 
lacks an apparatus to either: 

(1) perform the functions of presenting/enabling the selection of a "pre- 
approved stamp" to/by the user; or 

(2) perform the function of receiving the user's selection of a "pre- 
approved stamp". 

E) in regard to claim 24, how and why the apparatus would receive the "pre- 
approved stamps" from the memory of the remote server, since the recited apparatus 
does not request this data is from the remote server so that it may be presented to the 
user for selection. 

F) in regard to claims 25 & 37, how the function of the "preview module" 
which enables "the user to preview the selected stamp", may be accomplished, since 
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the recited apparatus lacks an apparatus to perform the function of permitting the user 
to preview "selected stamps". 

G) in regard to claims 25, 33 & 37, how the function of the "purchase module" 
which accepts "payment information from the user" so as to "enable the user to 
purchase the selected stamp", may be accomplished, since the recited apparatus lacks 
an apparatus to either: 

(1) perform the function of accepting payment from the user; or 

(2) perform the function of physically generating the purchased stamps. 

H) in regard to claims 27 & 33 and why the "communication module" is 
"configured to receive" either "authorization" or "verification" "from a server", since 
as recited the server never generates either "authorization" or "verification". 

I) in regard to claim 29 and how and why the "server" is configured to verify 
that a user has authorization to use the selected postage stamp", may be accomplished, 
since the recited apparatus lacks an apparatus to perform the functions of: 

(1) sending any information to the server concerning the stamp so that 
the server may verify the user is authorized to use the selected stamp; 

(2) preventing the "stamp generation apparatus" from generating selected 
postage stamps if the use is not authorized to use the selected postage stamp; and 

(3) receiving at the "stamp generation apparatus" an indication of the 
results of the verification from the so as to either allow or preventing the "stamp 
generation apparatus" from generating selected postage stamps if the use is not 
authorized to use the selected postage stamp. 

J) in regard to claim 33, and how the function of the "selection module" which 
is "configured to selected a stamp from a plurality of pre-approved stamps", may be 
accomplished, since the recited apparatus lacks an apparatus to perform the function of 
selecting a "pre-approved stamp". 

K) in regard to claim 33, and how the function of the "preview module" which 
is "configured to enable the user to preview the selected stamps", may be 
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accomplished, since the recited apparatus lacks an apparatus to perform the function of 
presenting a selection of "pre-approved stamps" to the user. 

L) in regard to claim 33 and how the function of the "print module" being 
"configured to print a selected stamp", may be accomplished, since the recited 
apparatus lacks an in indication of the selected stamp that is to be printed. 

M) in regard to claim 38 and how the function of "verifying" the "customized 
stamp as legal postal tender", is accomplished, since as recited in this claim this claim 
lacks the required standard/criteria that is necessary to make this verification. 

N) in regard to claim 38 and why the "server" is configured to verify the 
"customized stamp as legal postal tender", since the recited process of generating 
would occur regardless of whether or not the "customized stamp" is verified "as legal 
postal tender". 

6.2 Claims 21*40 are inoperative and therefore lack utility for the recited purpose of the 
disclosed and claimed invention, since: 

A) in regard to claims 21-26, as set forth in points (A), (B), (C), (D), (E), (F) 
& (G) above in section 6.1, the invention lacks the utility of generating and printing 
customized stamps. 

B) in regard to claims 27 & 28, as set forth in points (A), (B) & (H) above in 
section 6.1, the invention lacks the utility of generating and printing customized stamps. 

C) in regard to claims 29-34, as set forth in points (A), (G), (H), (I), (K) & (L) 
above in section 6.1, the invention lacks the utility of generating and printing 
customized stamps. 

D) in regard to claims 35-37, as set forth in points (A), (B), (C), (D), (F) & (G) 
above in section 6.1, the invention lacks the utility of generating and printing 
customized stamps. 

E) in regard to claims 38-40, as set forth in points (M) & (N) above in section 
6.1, the invention lacks the utility of generating and printing customized stamps. 

For as the Court has specifically pointed out, claims must recite utility for the disclosed 
purpose of the invention, (General Electric Co. V. U.S. , 198 U.S.P.Q. 65 (U.S. Court of 
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Claims, 1978), Hanson v. Alpine Valley Ski Area 204 U.S.P.Q. 794 (District Court, E. D. 
Michigan, N. Div. 1978) and Banning v. Southwestern Bell Telephone C., 182 U.S.P.Q. 683 
(SD Tex, 1974)). 

6.3 Claims not specifically mentioned above, inherit the defects of the base claim through 

dependency. For the above reason(s), applicant has failed to particularly point out what is 

regarded as the invention. 

7. 35 U.S.C. § 101 reads as follows: 

"Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter or any new and useful improvement thereof, 
may obtain a patent therefore, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title". 

7.1 Claims 35-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the invention as claimed is 

directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

7.1.1 The instant claims recite a system/device/manufacture, (claims 35-37), which has a 
disclosed practical application in the technological or useful arts, and which does not merely 
define either a computer program, a data structure, non-functional descriptive material, (i.e. 
mere data) or a natural phenomenon. Hence, the instant claims merely define 
device/manufacture that contains a data structure comprising series of steps or acts or functions 
or operations that as claimed could be but are not necessarily to be performed by a computer. 

7.1.2 It is further noted that applicant has not recited a specific machine since the steps or 
acts or functions or operations recited in the claim are merely to illustrate the steps or acts or 
functions or operations of the instant invention since these steps or acts or functions or 
operations as claimed are not in fact implemented by a processor/computer. Hence, applicant 
envisions the invention as recited in claims 35-37 as a disembodied storage device, i.e. 
memory, that stores a computer program as a non-functional data structure. Such a 
disembodied storage device is not a specific machine because: 

A) it is not associated with a computer in such a way as to cause the computer to 
operate in a specific manner, (note In re Beauregard 35 USPQ2d 1383 (CAFC 1995) 
and the associated claims of U.S. Patent 5,710,578); and 
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B) a memory device alone can not perform the functions recited within the 

claims. 

Therefore, the recited disembodied storage device, which itself can not perform the functions 
recited within the claims as the invention, is inoperative and lacks utility for the purpose of the 
invention. 

7.1.3 In view of the above, the invention recited in claims 35-37, merely describes an 
abstract idea of a disembodied storage device, i.e. memory, that stores a computer program as 
a non-functional data structure, since a disembodied storage device by itself can not produce a 
concrete and tangible result by performing the functions recited within the claims as the 
invention ( State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial Group Inc. 47 USPQ2d 1596 
(CAFC 1998)). Hence, claims 35-37 do not have a claimed practical application, since the 
disembodied storage device is inoperative and therefore lacks utility for the purpose of the 
invention. 

7.1.4 Nonfunctional descriptive material cannot render nonobvious an invention that would 
have otherwise been obvious. Cf. In re Gulack, 703 F.2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 404 
(Fed. Cir. 1983) (when descriptive material is not functionally related to the substrate, the 
descriptive material will not distinguish the invention from the prior art in terms of 
patentability). Common situations involving nonfunctional descriptive material are: 

- a computer that differs from the prior art solely with respect to nonfunctional 
descriptive material that cannot alter how the machine functions (i.e., the descriptive 
material does not reconfigure the computer), or 

- a process that differs from the prior art only with respect to nonfunctional 
descriptive material that cannot alter how the process steps are to be performed to 
achieve the utility of the invention. 

7.1.5 Hence, claims 35-37 are directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

7.2 Claims 31-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the invention as claimed is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 
7.2.1 As set forth by the Court in: 
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A) In re Musgrave 167 USPQ 280 at 289-290 (CCPA 1970), "We 
cannot agree with the Board that these claims (all the steps of which can be 
carried out by the disclosed apparatus) are directed to non-statutory processes 
merely because some or all of the steps therein can also be carried out in or with 
the aid of the human mind or because it may be necessary for one performing 
the process to think. All that is necessary, in our view, to make a sequence of 
operational steps a statutory "process" within 35 U.S.C. 101 is that it be in the 
technological arts so as to be in consonance with the Constitutional purpose to 
promote the progress of "useful arts ." Cons. Art. 1, sec. 8.", {emphasis 
added}; and 

B) In re Sarkar 100 USPQ 132 @ 136-137 (CCPA 1978), echoing the 
Board of Appeals stated in regard to claim 14 "14. A method of locating an 
obstruction in an open channel to affect flow in a predetermined manner 
comprising: 

a) obtaining the dimensions of said obstruction which affect the 
parameters of flow; 

b) constructing a mathematical model of at least that portion of 
the open channel in which said obstruction is to be located in accordance 
with the method of claim 1 using those dimensions obtained in step (a) 
above; 

c) adjusting the location of said obstruction within said 
mathematical model until the desired effect upon flow is obtained in said 
model; and thereafter 

d) constructing said obstruction within the actual open channel at 
the specified adjusted location indicated by the mathematical model."; 

and " Concerning claims 14-39 and the significance of "post-solution activity," 
like building a bridge or dam, the board concluded: While it is true that the final 
step in each of these claims makes reference to the mathematical result achieved 
by performing the prior recited steps, we consider the connection to be so 
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tenuous that the several steps recited in each claim when considered as a whole 
do not constitute a proper method under the statute . " , {emphasis added} . 

7.2.2 Further, it is noted in regard to claims 14-39 of Sarkar, although step (d) of claim 14 of 
Sarkar references the result of step (c) of claim 14 of Sarkar it is clear from the language of 
step (c) of claim 14 of Sarkar that multiple adjustments to the location of the obstruction are 
required to be made until a location with the desired effect has been determined. Hence, the 
reference to constructing the obstruction at the "specified adjusted location" in step (d) of 
claim 14 of Sarkar is vague, indefinite and unclear in regard to which one of the possible 
multiple adjusted locations of the obstruction that were used during step (c) of claim 14 of 
Sarkar would be used when constructing the obstruction as required by step (d) of Sarkar. 
Therefore, without a clear connection between step (d) of Sarkar and the remaining steps of 
claim 14 of Sarkar, the Board of Appeals and the Court held that these claims where not a 
process with in the meaning of process as used in 35 U.S. C. § 101 and hence were directed to 
non statutory subject matter. 

7.2.3 As can be seen from claims 31-34 & 38-40, these claims are directed to a series of 
devices for performing various functions or steps/actions/functions, which as set forth above in 
regard to the rejection of claims 31-34 & 38-40 under 35 U.S.C. § 112 2 nd paragraph, are not 
clearly and definitely interconnected to one another and therefore do not provide an operative 
useful machine/system or method/process with in the meaning of machine or process as used in 
35 U.S.C. § 101. 

7.2.4 Further on regard to the computer useable/readable medium of claims 35-37, the 
recited limitations are not clearly and definitely interconnected to one another and a device to 
execute the program code/instructions on the media so as to provide a useful operative and 
useful manufacture with in the meaning of machine or process as used in 35 U.S.C. §101. 

7.3 Claims 21-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the invention as claimed is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter, since they lack substantial and practical utility. 

A) it is respectfully noted that claims 21-40 lack utility for generating 
customized postage stamps, since 
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(1) in regard to claims 21-26, as set forth in points (A), (B), (C), (D), 

(E) , (F) & (G) above in section 6.1, the invention lacks the utility of generating 
and printing customized stamps. 

(2) in regard to claims 27 & 28, as set forth in points (A), (B) & (H) 
above in section 6.1, the invention lacks the utility of generating and printing 
customized stamps. 

(3) in regard to claims 29-34, as set forth in points (A), (G), (H), (I), (K) 
& (L) above in section 6.1, the invention lacks the utility of generating and 
printing customized stamps. 

(4) in regard to claims 35-37, as set forth in points (A), (B), (C), (D), 

(F) & (G) above in section 6.1, the invention lacks the utility of generating and 
printing customized stamps. 

(5) in regard to claims 38-40, as set forth in points (M) & (N) above in 
section 6.1, the invention lacks the utility of generating and printing customized 
stamps. 

In view of the above, it is considered that the invention of claims 21-40 lack substantial and 
practical utility. 

7.4 Claims 21-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 because the invention as claimed is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter, since: 

A) in regard to claims 21-40, these claims fail to comply with the "requirements 
this title, namely 35 U.S.C. § 112 2 nd paragraph as set forth above. 

B) in regard to claims 21-40, these claims fail to comply with the "requirements 
this title, namely 35 U.S.C. § 102 as set forth below. 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. § 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or 

described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention 

thereof by the applicant for a patent. 



Application/Control Number: 10/680,925 
Art Unit: 3629 



Page 14 



(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to 
the date of application for patent in the United States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under 
section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if 
the international application designated the United States and was published under 
Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

8.1 Claims 21-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
either Patton et al (EP 1077435 or 2001-118003) or Beasly (2002/0033598). 

8.2 Claims 21-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as being clearly anticipated by 
either Beasly (2002/0149195) or Patton et al (2003/0140017). 

8.3 Claims 21-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being clearly anticipated by 
Parker et al (2004/0254898) 

8.4 In regard to claims 21-40, either Patton et al ('435 or 4 003 or '017) or Beasly ('598 or 
'195) or Parker et al ('898) disclose method and system for selling personalize postage stamps 
to paying customers. In these systems a computer/processor under the control of a operating 
program stored in a computer readable memory permits authorized users at a remote terminal 
to create a customized postage stamp by permitting the user to preview and select both text 
and/or an pre-approved image or a combination of pre-approved images that are stored in a 
database at the server. Once the selected image and/or text has been combined to form a 
postage stamp, these systems use a communications network to request authorization to print 
the personalized postage stamps from a remote postage vending/dispensing server. If the 
request is validated and the user has made a payment for the personalized postage stamps, then 
the remote server returns to the requesting system an authorization to print the finished 
personalized postage stamp on the user's printer. 
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9. The examiner has cited prior art of interest, for example: 

A) Barer (5,343,386) disclose a system in which an user may pay for a 
personalized post card include an image of the user combine with a background and a 
text message to be generated. 

B) either de Passille (5,423,573) or Kaplan (5,873,605) or Kikuchi (JP 11- 
249205) or Bramstedt et al (WO 99/60551) or the Canada Newswire article or Oshima 
(JP 2000-343900) or (JP 2001-109380) disclose a method of generating a personalized 
postage stamp by combining a pre-approved stamp background including a blank area 
with either an image or text to form a composite stamp that is legal postal tender. 

C) either Brasington et al (EP 0893787 or 5,923,406) or True (WO 00/24590) 
discloses a system for selling personalized stamps to paying customers, where the 
personalized stamp includes an image of the user that is combined with the data that 
forms an authorized postage indicia so that the finished product is legal postal tender. 

D) Martin et al (2002/0046195) disclose a system for remotely ordering postage 

stamps. 

E) Chumbley (2002/0093568) discloses the creation of a personalized postage 
indicia by applying an image and/or text to the tape/label used to apply the postage 
indicia to an item of mail. 

10. The shorten statutory period of response is set to expire 3 (three) months from the 
mailing date of this Office action. 
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11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Edward Cosimano whose telephone number is (703) 305-9783. 
The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Thursday from 7:30am to 6:00pm. If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, John 
Weiss, can be reached on (703)-308-2702. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the 
status of this application should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number 
is (703) 308-1113. 

11.1 The fax phone number for UNOFFICIAL/DRAFT FAXES is (703) 746-7240. 

11.2 The fax phone number for OFFICIAL FAXES is (703) 872-9306. 

11.3 The fax phone number for AFTER FINAL FAXES is (703) 872-9306. 



12/29/04 




Edward R. Cosimano 
Primary Examiner A.U. 3629 



